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John Enoch Powell, born in Birmingham in 1912, was educated
at King Edward VI School for Boys in Birmingham (1926-1930). Ad-
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SOLON IN CAMBRIDGE: AN UNPUBLISHED PAPER BY JOHN ENOCH POWELL
ABSTRACT. Among J. Enoch Powell’s (1912-1998) unpublished classical papers
preserved at the Churchill Archives Centre in Cambridge, there is a short piece
titled The Solon Speech in Herodotus written in 1931: Powell claimed that there
was a close relationship between the representation of Solon in Herodotus and
Solon’s own poetry. The main purpose of this article is to offer a transcription of
Powell’s unpublished paper: its fate will be considered, and its content will be
discussed against later scholars’ works on Solon in Herodotus. Moreover, this
paper will be set in the context of Powell’s early years in Cambridge together
with his published works on Herodotus, his approach to textual criticism and his
personal relationship with Paul Maas. 
KEYWORDS. John Enoch Powell, Churchill Archives Centre, Paul Maas, History
of Classical Scholarship, Herodotus, Solon. 
mitted to Trinity College, Cambridge, in 1930, he quickly emerged as
an outstanding undergraduate, winning all available prizes and
scholarships. He was elected to a Fellowship at Trinity in 1935 and
in 1938 he moved to the University of Sydney as Professor of Greek.
When World War II broke out in September 1939, he resigned his
position in Sydney and served in the military intelligence. By the end
of the war, he had risen to the rank of Brigadier. After the war, he left
the Chair of Greek at Durham, to which he had been elected already
in late 1938, and started a political career in the Conservative Party.
In 1951 he was elected Member of Parliament for Wolverhampton
South-West. He held various posts in the Conservative governments
and as an opposition frontbencher, but was eventually sacked from
the shadow cabinet in 1968 after delivering a controversial speech
against immigration known as the Rivers of Blood speech. He left the
Conservatives in 1974 and became an Ulster Unionist MP that same
year. His parliamentary career came to an end in 1987, when he lost
his seat to his Social Democratic and Labour Party opponent. He
partially resumed his scholarship publishing his Collected Poems in
1990 and a controversial book on St Matthew’s Gospel, The Evolu-
tion of the Gospel, in 1994, but never actually returned to classical
scholarship. He died in 19981. 
Powell was a prolific and ambitious scholar. He started to publish
as an undergraduate and up until 1939, when he left academia to
serve in the military, his record included various books and editions
1 For biographical information on John Enoch Powell: S. HEFFER, Like the
Roman. The Life of Enoch Powell, London, Faber & Faber, 1998; S. HEFFER,
Powell, (John) Enoch, «Oxford Dictionary of National Biography», online:
https://doi.org/10.1093/ref:odnb/69398, 2004; R.B. TODD, Enoch Powell’s Clas-
sical Scholarship: A Bibliography, «Quaderni di Storia» 42, 1995, pp. 89-96; R.B.
TODD, Review: Heffer 1998, «Quaderni di Storia» 52, 2000, pp. 277-292; R.B.
TODD, Powell, John Enoch, in ID. (ed.), The Dictionary of British Classicists, Bris-
tol, Thoemmes, 2004, pp. 790-791; PH. NORTON, Biographical Note, in Lord
Howard of Rising (ed.), Enoch at 100. A Re-evaluation of the life, politics and phi-
losophy of Enoch Powell, London, Biteback Publishing, 2012, pp. xxv-xxix. 
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of Greek texts: the papyri of the Rendel Harris Collection in Birm-
ingham (1936), the still essential Lexicon to Herodotus (1938), the
edition and commentary of Herodotus’ Book VIII (1939), The His-
tory of Herodotus (1939), and the revised edition of Jones’ Thucy-
dides for OCT (1942). Moreover, he translated Herodotus’ Ionic
Greek into the English of King James Bible: even though he started
to work on translation already as a school boy, the translation ap-
peared in two volumes only in 1949 for the Oxford Clarendon Press
and included a useful critical appendix2. Apart from this impressive
list, Powell managed to publish 47 articles (mainly short notes),
spanning from 1931 to 1940, and eight book reviews3.
During his lifetime he donated the material related to his studies
of the text of Thucydides and Herodotus to the Wren Library of
Trinity College, Cambridge: notes and lectures on Thucydides, pho-
tographs and collations of manuscripts of Thucydides, a card index
concordance to Herodotus, and various annotations in books and
pamphlets. He left his unpublished classical papers, together with an
enormous amount of papers related to his political career4, to the
Churchill Archives Centre at Churchill College, Cambridge. In-
trigued by this bulk of material, I went to Cambridge in June 2018 to
inspect Powell’s archive. What I found was a treasure trove for any-
one interested in the history of classical scholarship and twentieth-
century British history. 
The problem with Powell’s legacy in classical scholarship is in-
evitably connected to his divisive political career. This has arguably
discouraged members of the academia from dealing with his scholar-
ship. In some quarters it has amounted to a sort of damnatio memo-
2 J.E. POWELL, Herodotus, 2 vols, Oxford, Clarendon Press, 1949; for the ap-
pendix see pp. 687-722.
3 For further information: R.B. TODD, Enoch Powell’s Classical Scholarship,
see n. 1.
4 Recently exploited by C. SCHOFIELD, Enoch Powell and the Making of Post-
colonial Britain, Cambridge, CUP, 2013, see esp. p. xi. Cfr. P. CORTHORN, Enoch
Powell Politics and Ideas in Modern British, Oxford, OUP, 2019.
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riae5. It is undeniable that Powell’s career in politics had strong roots
in his classical education, a topic that would need to be explored and
assessed from a wider perspective6. This article has no such purpose.
Instead, it focuses on one of the many papers that Powell left unpub-
lished. 
Against the trend among fellow classicists, Nigel G. Wilson, in
his OCT edition of Herodotus, has made use of Powell’s published
and unpublished work on the text of Herodotus, recognizing that
«among twentieth century scholars J. Enoch Powell was notably pro-
lific in proposing emendations, the majority of them published in an
appendix to his translation, but unfortunately without supporting ar-
gumentation. They have received much less attention than they de-
serve»7. Powell’s unpublished papers are of great value for textual
criticism, as testified in Wilson’s edition, but they are also of para-
mount interest both for scholars working on ancient Greek histori-
ography (mainly Herodotus and Thucydides) and on twentieth-cen-
tury British classical scholarship and intellectual history in general. 
5 One exception is Robert B. Todd’s works on J. Enoch Powell’s classical
scholarship: R.B. TODD, Enoch Powell’s Classical Scholarship, cit. and R.B. TODD,
Enoch Powell as a Classicist: Two Studies, «Quaderni di Storia» 45, 1997, pp. 81-
103. Another is M. MOUNTFORD, Enoch Powell as a Classicist, in Lord HOWARD
of RISING (ed.), Enoch at 100. A Re-evaluation of the life, politics and philosophy of
Enoch Powell, London, Biteback Publishing 2012, pp. 237-250: it is telling that the
author is not actually a member of academia, but rather a successful lawyer and
businesswoman who completed a PhD in Papyrology at UCL in 2012. 
6 See now F. SANTANGELO, L’oratoria politica di Enoch Powell, «La Cultura»
57(1), 2019, pp. 87-100.
7 N.G.WILSON, Herodoti Historiae, 2 vols., Oxford, OUP, 2015, pp. xi-xii. Cf.
also ID., Herodotea. Studies on the Text of Herodotus, Oxford, OUP, 2015, p. x, as
well as the review by M. CASEVITZ, N. G. Wilson et le texte d’Hérodote, «Histos» 12,
2018, pp. xx-xxii. Wilson also exploited Maas’ personal copy of Hude’s OCT of
Herodotus where, as he noted, «a very large number of notes, perhaps the majority,
merely record proposals by his [Maas’] great friend Enoch Powell» (N.G. WILSON,
Maasiana on Herodotus, «ZPE» 179, 2011, pp. 57-70: p. 57). Curiously enough, in
A.M. Bowie’s edition Herodotus, Book VIII, Cambridge, CUP, 2007, Powell’s name
is nowhere to be found, even though he produced an edition of the same book (see
J.E. POWELL, Herodotus, Book VIII, Cambridge, CUP, 1939). 
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The folder named Classical papers I (POLL 1/6/19) includes var-
ious typewritten classical papers by J. Enoch Powell from his time at
Trinity College, Cambridge. Among the several Herodotean papers,
there is also one titled The Solon Speech in Herodotus. The text is
typewritten on the recto of three A4 white papers, with approxi-
mately 33 lines per page. The Greek text is also typewritten and not,
as was customary at the time, added subsequently by hand. It was
written in late 1931 (more details on the date of the piece below).
Here I offer a full transcription, with a few additional footnotes.
[1] THE SOLON SPEECH IN HERODOTUS
Though we do not usually think of the speeches in Herodotus as
accurate historical character sketches, there is one instance in which
it can be made at least probable that we have an imitation no less
studied than the speeches of a Pericles or the harangues of a Cleon
in Thucydides, or the playfully allusive studies of the participants in
Plato’s dialogues. It is to the words of Solon in his dialogue with
Croesus that I refer (I.30-32).
Somewhat less than three hundred verses of Solon have been pre-
served, by accident, as it were, in ancient citations: the greater part
of these concern political subjects or others which can present no
points of contact with those on which the Herodotean Solon speaks.
Yet even in spite of this unfavourable position, many similarities are
to be found which are referable to intentional imitation on
Herodotus’ part. For that Herodotus was acquainted with the poems
of Solon is beyond doubt: he refers in V.113.2 to an elegy of which
fr. 7D=19B [19 West]8 was probably part: Φιλόκυπρος τὸν Σόλων
8 Powell gives the reference to Solon’s editions in E. DIEHL, Anthologia
Lyrica Graeca, Fasc. 1: Poetae Elegiaci (third edition), Lipsiae, Teubner, 19493, pp.
20-47 and in Th. BERGK, Poetae Lyrici Graeci, vol. 2, Lipsiae, Teubner, 18824, pp.
34-61. The current standard edition, M.L. WEST, Iambi et elegi Graeci ante
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ὁ Ἀθηναῖος ἐν ἔπεσι9 («poems» generally) αἴνεσε τυράννων
µάλιστα10. Again in VII.16 .1: κατά περ τὴν πάντων
χρησιµωτάτην ἀνθρώποισι θάλασσαν πνεύµατά φασι
ἀνέµων ἐµπίπτοντα οὐ περιορᾶν φύσι τῇ ἑωυτῆς χρᾶσθαι, he
appears to have borrowed the metaphor from Solon fr. 11D=12B [12
West]: Ἐξ ἀνέµων δὲ θάλασσα ταράσσεται· ἢν δέ τις αὐτὴν
µὴ κινῇ, πάντων ἐστὶ δικαιοτάτη; for though, as Diehl’s refer-
ences show11, it was common enough afterwards, no one except
Solon seems to have used it before Herodotus. 
In each of Solon’s three replies to Croesus, special emphasis is
laid upon the necessity for ὀλβιότης of sufficient substance (βίος):
thus I.30.4. Τέλλῳ … τοῦ βίου εὖ ἥκοντι, ὡς τὰ παρ᾽ ἡµῖν… :
31.2. τούτοισι (Κλεόβι καὶ Βίτωνι) βίος ἀρκέων ὑπῆν: 32.5. οὔ
τι ὁ µέγα πλούσιος µᾶλλον τοῦ ἐπ᾽ ἡµέρην ἔχοντος
ὀλβιώτερός ἐστι… πολλοὶ µετρίως ἔχοντες βίου εὐτυχέες.
The same emphasis is found in Solon fr. 14D=24B [24.1-6 West]: 
σόν τοι πλουτοῦσιν, ὅτῳ πολὺς ἄργυρός ἐστι 
καὶ χρυσὸς καὶ γῆς πυροφόρου πεδία
Ἵπποι θ᾽ ἡµίονοί τε, καὶ ᾧ µόνα ταῦτα πάρεστι, 
Alexandrum cantati, vol. 2, Oxford, OUP, 19922, pp. 139-165, follows Bergk’s
numeration, but I have nonetheless added the reference in brackets. I have also
used B. GENTILI - C. PRATO, Poetarum elegiacorum testimonia et fragmenta, Pars
prior, Lipsiae, Teubner, 19882, pp. 61-126. For the testimonia on Solon’s life and
works see A. MARTINA, Solon: testimonia ueterum / Solone. Testimonianze sulla
vita e l’opera, Romae, in Aedibus Athenaei, 1968.
9 ἐν ἔπεσι is in red in the original text. 
10 Some words from Herodotus’ text are here omitted; the complete passage
runs: τετραµµένου δὲ τοῦ στρατοπέδου ἄλλοι τε ἔπεσον πολλοὶ καὶ δὴ
καὶ Ὀνήσιλός τε ὁ Χέρσιος, ὅς περ τὴν Κυπρίων ἀπόστασιν ἔπρηξε, καὶ
ὁ Σολίων βασιλεὺς Ἀριστόκυπρος ὁ Φιλοκύπρου, Φιλοκύπρου δὲ τούτου
τὸν Σόλων ὁ Ἀθηναῖος ἀπικόµενος ἐς Κύπρον ἐν ἔπεσι αἴνεσε
τυράννων µάλιστα (Hdt. 5.113.2). The verses Herodotus refers to are repro-
duced in Plut. Sol. 26.3 (fr. 19 West).
11 See E. DIEHL, Anthologia Lyrica Graeca, pp. 34-35. 
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γαστρί τε καὶ πλευρῇ12 καὶ ποσὶν ἁβρὰ παθεῖ . 
[2] And these lines, with the two which follow: 
παιδός τ᾽ ἠδὲ γυναικός, ἐπὴν καὶ ταῦτ᾽ ἀφίκηται
ἥβη. σὺν δ᾽ ὥρῃ γίγνεται ἁρµόδια13
may be compared with the whole description in 30.4 of Tellus’
happy state.
The main contention of the Herodotean Solon, that no man can
be pronounced ὄλβιος until he be dead (32.7: πρὶν δ᾽ ἂν
τελευτήσῃ, ἐπισχεῖν, µηδὲ καλέειν κω ὄλβιον, or, as Croesus
reports it to Cyrus, 86.3: µηδένα εἶναι τῶν ζωόντων ὄλβιον) is
paralleled, verbally at least, in fr. 15D=14B [14 West]:
οὐδὲ µάκαρ οὐδεὶς πέλεται βροτός, ἀλλὰ πόνηροι14 (the
accent is important)
πάντες, ὅσους θνητοὺς ἠέλιος καθορᾷ,
while in sense this is nearer to 32.8: ὣς δὲ καὶ ἀνθρώπου σῶµα ἓν
οὐδὲν αὔταρκές ἐστι· τὸ µὲν γὰρ ἔχει, ἄλλου δὲ ἐνδεές ἐστι.
In I.32.2-4, Solon refuses to pass judgement upon the life of Croesus
or of any man until it have reached its end. His reason for this re-
fusal, the extreme uncertainty of the future, which may bring sudden
reverse, is dwelt upon also in Solon, fr. 1D=13B.65-70, especially ll.
65f. [13.65-66 West]: 
πᾶσι δέ τοι κίνδυνος ἐπ᾽ ἔργµασιν, οὐδέ τις οἶδεν
ᾗ15 µέλλει σχήσειν χρήµατος ἀρχοµένου, 
where the last words have, in fact, a close similarity to those with
which the Herodotean Solon concludes his argument (32.9):
12 πλευρῇ Plut. Sol. 2.3, unde -ῇς Bergk: πλευραῖς Theogn. 722 et Stob.
4.33.7.
13 Theogn. 724 et Stob. 4.33.7: ὥρη, σὺν δ᾽ ἥβη γίνεται ἁρµοδίη (cf. B.
GENTILI - C. PRATO, Poetarum elegiacorum testimonia et fragmenta, cit., p. 112;
M.L. WEST, Iambi et elegi Graeci ante Alexandrum cantata, cit., p. 154).
14 Stob. 4.34.23: πονηροί. 
15 ᾑ Stob. 3.9.23: πῇ Theogn. (cod. A): ποῖ Theogn. (cett. codd.) et Stob.
4.47.16 (cf. M.L. WEST, Iambi et elegi Graeci ante Alexandrum cantata, cit., p.
149).
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σκοπέειν δὲ χρὴ παντὸς χρήµατος τὴν τελευτὴν, κῇ
ἀποβήσεται. The same idea, under a slightly different point of
view, occurs in fr. 17 [17 West]: πάντῃ δ᾽ ἀθανάτων ἀφανὴς
νόος ἀνθρώποισιν, with which compare I.32.1: ἐπιστάµενόν µε
τὸ θεῖον πᾶν ἐὸν φθονερόν τε καὶ ταραχῶδες16 ἐπειρωτᾷς
ἀνθρωπηίων πρηγµάτων πέρι. 
Stein17 has already pointed out that the Herodotean Solon’s esti-
mate of the average span of human life at seventy years (I.32.2: ἐς
ἑβδοµήκοντα ἔτεα οὖρον τῆς ζόης ἀνθρώπῳ προτίθηµι)
agrees with that of Solon in his «Seven ages of man» elegy (fr.
19D=27B.17f. [27.17-18 West]): τὴν δεκάτην (ἑβδοµάδα) ἢν τις18
τελέσας κατὰ µέτρον ἵκοιτο, / οὐκ ἂν ἄωρος ἐὼν µοῖραν ἔχοι
θανάτου. But the way in which throughout that whole passage
Herodotus alludes to the real Solon is much more important and in-
teresting. Every one must have been surprised, on reading Solon’s
speech in ch. 32, that he cannot make the statement that no one can
tell one day what will happen the next, before spend-[3]ing as many
as eighty words in a meticulous, though thanks to a monstrous blun-
der inaccurate, calculation of the number of days in seventy years,
not forgetting the intercalary months. The slyly humorous intention
of Herodotus will only appear when we recollect that the historical
Solon had himself reformed the Athenian calendar and introduced a
system of intercalation (Plut. Sol. 25; Diog. Laërt. I.75), so that he
might naturally be expected to be somewhat diffuse upon a subject
so near his heart! Even in the highly wrought rhetoric of Cleon’s
16 ταραχῶδες is in red in the original text. 
17 See H. STEIN, Herodotos. Erster Band, Erstes Heft: Einleitung und Über-
sicht des Dialektes. Buch I, Berlin, Weidmann, 18703, pp. 39-40 and H. STEIN,
Herodotos. Erster Band, Erstes Heft: Buch 1, mit einer Einleitung über Leben,
Werk und Dialekt Herodots und einer Karte, Berlin, Weidmann, 19016, p. 40:
there is no indication as to which edition of Stein’s Herodotos Powell used. 
18 The actual transmitted text is τὴν δεκάτην δ᾽ εἴ τις τελέσας (printed by
all editors). Powell, apart from adding ἑβδοµάδα in brackets to make his point
clearer, writes ἢν τις instead of εἴ τις, probably a slip. 
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speech in the Mytilenean debate of Thucydides, a similar touch of
satire can be detected, when the degenerate successor and imitator
of the Olympian statesman opens his πίστις (III.38.1) with the same
words ἐγὼ µὲν ὁ αὐτός εἰµι, which Pericles had used in the de-
fence of his policy II.61.2. If, again, Stein was right in supporting
that the war in which Solon’s ὀλβιώτατος Tellus (I.30.5) met his
death was the war against Megara for the possession of Salamis, we
have another historical allusion; for it is well known how great the
real Solon’s interest in that war was (see fr.1D=1, 2, 3B [1, 2, 3
West]).
Should the relation which I have suggested between Herodotus’
Solon-dialogue and Solon’s own poetry really exist, then a certain
conception of the Kompositionskunst of Herodotus is gained which
may be extended to other speeches where materials for a comparison
are wanting. For instance, though the speeches in the third book
(chs.80-82) on the respective advantages of democracy, oligarchy and
monarchy seem at first sight the obvious invention of a Greek mind,
and tinged with the new sophistry, Herodotus positively asserts their
historicity (λόγοι ἄπιστοι µὲν ἐνίοισι Ἑλλήνων, ἐλέχθησαν δ᾽
ὦν, 80.1) and repeats the assertion at VI.43.3: so that we are forced
to suppose even there that Herodotus was guided as in the dialogue
of Solon by some historical source, though its nature remains ob-
scure. 
Trinity College, Cambridge                               J. ENOCH POWELL
Powell’s main contention in this paper is that there is a close re-
lationship between the representation of Solon in Herodotus’ Histo-
ries and Solon’s own poetry. Setting off from the explicit reference to
Solon’s poetry in Hdt. 5.113.2 (Solon, fr. 19 West), he ventures on lo-
cating a number of significant textual resemblances: Hdt. 7.16 .1 >
Solon, fr. 12 West; Hdt. 1.30.4, 31.2, 32.5 > Solon, fr. 24.1-6 West;
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Hdt. 1.32.7-8 > Solon, fr. 14 West; Hdt. 1.32.2-4, > Solon, fr. 13.65-
66 West; Hdt. 1.32.9 > Solon, fr. 17 West. Even though he expanded
on some parallels already noticed by Diehl and Stein, it is still a re-
markable feat to collect such a number of convincing textual testi-
monies. The final remarks of his paper point to wider issues such as
Herodotus’ historiographical approach, his use of sources, and the
composition of the Histories. In fact, locating verbal parallels, simi-
larities in the content and communality of themes is not only relevant
in the case of Solon, but it might be fruitful in other instances as
well. Powell highlights the famous constitutional debate in Hdt.
3.80-83, and especially the fact that Herodotus assures his readers of
its historicity both in 3.80.1 and 6.43.319. Even if the nature of
Herodotus’ sources for this episode remains obscure, the argument
expounded in The Solon Speech in Herodotus shows that we should
trust Herodotus’ words. 
In fact, from a wider point of view, it might be argued that Powell
anticipated later scholarly approaches to the text of Herodotus, which
have fruitfully pursued the historian’s relationship with previous and
contemporary poetry, the intertextual dimension of his work, and the
trustworthiness of his narrative. Herodotus’ account of the meeting of
Solon and Croesus (1.29-33) has generated an impressive number of
scholarly outputs since the 1930s. But what is even more remarkable is
that later works dealing with Solon in Herodotus expanded upon
many of the passages that the young Powell detected and discussed in
his unpublished paper of 1931. I have selected a few noteworthy ex-
amples that help to illuminate this statement20. 
19 The constitutional debate has yielded a remarkable number of scholarly out-
puts, especially in recent years. It will suffice to refer to S. DE VIDO, Il dibattito
sulle costituzioni nelle Storie di Erodoto, in S. DE VIDO (a cura di), Poteri e legitti-
mità nel mondo antico. Da Nanterre a Venezia in memoria di Pierre Carlier, Venezia,
Edizioni Ca’ Foscari, 2014, pp. 63-76, with further reference at pp. 75-76. 
20 It should be noted that O. REGENBOGEN, Die Geschichte von Solon und
Krösus, «Das humanistische Gymansium» 41, 1930, pp. 1-20 (= in O. REGENBO-
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Already in 1940, Jean Audiat reacted against the reproach that
How and Wells laid upon Herodotus’ reliability: he focused on Hdt.
1.32 to show that Solon’s words are suitable and appropriate in the
context of the speech21. In the same year, Karl Nawratil dedicated a
short note in Philologische Wochenschrift on the expression τὸ θεῖον
πᾶν φθονερὸν καὶ ταραχῶδες which opens Solon’s speech in
Hdt. 1.32.1: the gods’ resentfulness and the fact that they cause dis-
ruption among human beings is interpreted as a guiding principle in
Herodotus’ conception of history. Moreover, Nawratil argued, the
notions of φθόνος and δίκη of the gods can also be found in
Solon’s elegies22. Two years later, Nawratil went even further in his
article Solon bei Herodot: Herodotus’ characterization of Solon can
be tested in the extant fragments of Solon, among others πάντῃ δ᾽
ἀθανάτων ἀφανὴς νόος ἀνθρώποισιν (fr. 17 West) and οὐδὲ
µάκαρ οὐδεὶς πέλεται βροτός, ἀλλὰ πόνηροι / πάντες, ὅσους
θνητοὺς ἠέλιος καθορᾷ (fr. 14 West), both brought forward by
Powell in his unpublished paper. Nawratil’s questionable conclusion
is that Herodotus’ conception of divinity has its source in Solon’s po-
etry23. 
In a repertory of poetical reminiscences in Herodotus’ narrative,
Karydis located two Solonian references: Solon fr. 13 West and fr. 4
GEN, Kleine Schriften, hrsg. von F. Dirlmeier, München, C.B. Beck, 1961, pp.
101-124) treated some of the issues tackled by Powell. Regenbogen’s article was
probably available to Powell: the Cambridge Library Collections owns a copy of
the 1930-issues of the journal where Regenbogen published his piece, namely
Das humanistische Gymnasium, founded in 1890, which changed its name to
Gymnasium in 1937. There are still two possibilities: that Powell deliberately ig-
nored Regenbogen’s article, or that he was not aware of it when he wrote his own
piece on Solon in Herodotus.
21 J. AUDIAT, Apologie pour Hérodote (I,32), «Revue des Études Anciennes»
42, 1940, pp. 3-8.
22 K. NAWRATIL, Θεῖον ταραχῶδες, «Philologische Wochenschrift» 5(8),
1940, pp. 125-126.
23 K. NAWRATIL, Solon bei Herodot, «Wiener Studien» 60, 1942, pp. 1-8.
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West. Fr. 13 was already noticed and discussed by Powell, while he
overlooked or deliberately ignored fr. 424.  
Molly Miller, in a lengthy article on the Herodotean Croesus, fo-
cuseds briefly on the similarities between Herodotus’ depiction of
Solon and his fragmentary poems concluding that «both in detail
and in subject-matter, Solon’s instruction of Croesus is in agreement
with his poems and the traditions of his activities»25.
In 1986, Charles C. Chiasson commenced his article The
Herodotean Solon with the following words: «In the numerous schol-
arly discussions generated by Herodotus’ account of the meeting of
Croesus and Solon (1.29-33) one topic of interest and importance
has received surprisingly little attention: the relationship between
Solon’s reported speeches to the Lydian king and the extant frag-
ments of Solon’s poetry»26. It is significant that Chiasson, like Powell,
discussed at length Solon’s frr. 13, 19, 24 and 27, together with frr.
15, 21, 23, not mentioned by Powell. Chiasson’s article became a ref-
erence work on Herodotus’ Solon: it is still fair to recall that many of
the parallels that he discussed were already mentioned in Powell’s
unpublished paper. 
In his influential commentary on Herodotus’ Book I, updated
and translated into English in 2007, David Asheri agrees that
Herodotus’ view on happiness in human life was moulded on the
opinion held by Solon in his own poetry «on which Herodotus’ char-
acterization of Solon must ultimately be based»27.
24 G.P. KARYDIS, Ποῖοι τῶν προ τοῦ Ἡροδότου γραψάντων ἐπέδρασαν
ἐπ᾽ αὐτόν, «Platon» 3, 1951, 174-187.
25 M. MILLER, The Herodotean Croesus, «Klio» 41, 1963, pp. 58-94: quota-
tion at p. 89.
26 C.C. CHIASSON, The Herodotean Solon, «Greek, Roman & Byzantine Stud-
ies» 27, 1986, pp. 249-262: quotation at p. 249.
27 D. ASHERI in D. ASHERI, A. LLOYD, A. CORCELLA,. A Commentary on
Herodotus Books I-IV, eds. O. Murray, A. Moreno, Oxford, OUP, 2007, pp. 97-
99, especially p. 98; cf. the Italian edition: D. ASHERI, V. ANTELAMI (a cura di),
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Some of the issues raised by Powell are discussed by Hartmut
Erbse in the second chapter of his book Studien zum Verständnis
Herodots, including a comparison with various Solonian fragments.
Erbse concludes that «der Autor [Herodotus] ist davon überzeugt,
daß er mit der Erzählung vom Besuch des Solon in Sardes den
eigentlichen historischen Grund für den späteren Sturz des Ly-
derkönigs aufgedeckt hat»28.
In the last two decades, Herodotus and Solon have attracted even
greater scholarly attention. Thomas Harrison, in his book on
Herodotus and religion, highlighted some parallels between the
Herodotean Solon and Solon’s extant fragments in order to display
that the historian intended to represent faithfully the historical figure
to create «a collage of Solonian thought»29.
Marta Frassoni focused on Hdt. 7.16a.1 and its relation to Solon’s
fr. 12 West: she argued that it is adapted to the context and inter-
twined with further poetical quotations and allusions30. In his paper,
Powell had briefly mentioned this reference, even though he did not
considered it at length.
In 2006, Christopher Pelling published two articles on the
speeches in Herodotus. In the first one, Pelling considered, among
other things, what Herodotus’ audience expected Solon to say31. In
the second one, he recognized that «Herodotus makes his Solon
Erodoto. Le Storie. Libro I: La Lidia e la Persia, Milano, Fondazione Valla, 1988,
pp. 281-283.
28 H. ERBSE, Studien zum Verständnis Herodots, Berlin-New York, De
Gruyter, 1992, p. 14. The treatment of Solon’s poetry in relation to the
Herodotean Solon is discussed at pp. 12-15. 
29 T. HARRISON, Divinity and History. The Religion of Herodotus, Oxford,
OUP, 2000, pp. 36-38. 
30 M. FRASSONI, Una citazione soloniana in Erodoto (Hdt. 7.16a.1), «Prome-
theus» 31(3), 2005, pp. 229-242. 
31 Chr. PELLING, Educating Croesus: Talking and Learning in Herodotus’ Ly-
dian ‘Logos’, «Classical Antiquity» 25, 2006, pp. 141-177, esp. pp. 150-152.
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echo several other passages in Solon’s poems», offering parallels with
Solon’s frr. 13.63-70, 24.1-10, 2732.
Carolyn Dewald’s considerations on the issue at hand are worth
quoting extensively: «Croesus as the ruler warned by a mysterious
foreigner from Athens in 1.29–33 gains added piquancy for
Herodotus’ Greek audience from the fact that the foreigner is him-
self Greek and declaiming traditional Greek wisdom, much of it fa-
miliar from the historical Solon’s poetry»33.
Finally, three lengthy pieces appeared in recent years on
Herodotus 1.29-33. David Branscome focused on Herodotus’ read-
ers and on their expectations of what Solon might say or do, Alexan-
der Hollmann argued that the historian’s aim was to introduce Solon
as a wise man (σοφός) both in his political and poetic activity, while
Charles C. Chiasson stressed again the importance of Solon’s poetry
for understanding Herodotus’ approach to the past34.
This overview of scholarly papers dealing with the topic consid-
ered by Powell in 1931 should prompt some considerations on the
fate of Powell’s paper, as well as on his style and approach to textual
criticism. 
Powell sent this piece, together with other brief articles, to The
Classical Review, which at the time used to publish shorter philolog-
ical notes. The editors were William Moir Calder (1881-1960)35,
32 Chr. PELLING, Speech and narrative in the ‘Histories’, in C. DEWALD, J.
MARINCOLA (eds.), The Cambridge Companion to Herodotus, Cambridge, CUP,
2006, pp. 103-121, esp. pp. 106 and 118 n. 11.
33 C. DEWALD, Myth and Legend in Herodotus’ First Book, in E. BARAG-
WANATH, M. DE BAKKER (eds.), Myth, Truth, and Narrative in Herodotus, Oxford,
OUP, 2012, pp. 59-85, esp. p. 82.
34 D. BRANSCOME, Waiting for Solon: Audience Expectations in Herodotus,
«Histos» 9, 2015, pp. 231-276; A. HOLLMANN, Solon in Herodotus, «Trends in
Classics» 7(1), 2015, pp. 85-109; C.C. CHIASSON, Solon’s Poetry and Herodotean
Historiography, «American Journal of Philology» 137, 2016, pp. 25-60.
35 See Calder’s obituary in M.H. BALLANCE et al., Sir William Calder, «Anatolian
Studies» 11, 1961, pp. 29-37 and J. RUSSELL, Calder, William M., in R.B. TODD (ed.),
The Dictionary of British Classicists, cit., pp. 147-148.
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Hulme Professor of Greek at Manchester from 1913 to 1930, when
he was appointed to the Chair of Greek at Edinburgh, and Ernest
Harrison (1878-1943), Fellow of Trinity College, Cambridge36. There
is no record of Harrison discussing with Powell his piece on Solon –
even if it is reasonable to assume that an informal conversation on
the piece occurred in Trinity. Instead, a handwritten letter from
Calder from 29 December 1931, sent form 58 St Albany Rd. Edin-
burgh, is attached to the material regarding Herodotus in Powell’s
archive:
Dear Mr. Powell, 
we have now had time to consider the two notes which you sent to me.
Your note on the Solon speeches seems to us to need further thought –
why not take the advice of one or other of the many candid & friendly schol-
ars homed in Trinity? I have never forgiven the Editor of the C.R. for print-
ing my own first article.
Your note on III 99 we shall be glad we have: it is an excellent parallel,
though the ref[erence] to V.4.2 is hardly pat. The other note III 113 2 is a
repetition of a modern parallel which has often been pointed out, and I
don’t think it is worth printing once again. So I take it your work needs my
cutting it and sending the remainder to the printer.
Yours sincerely 
W.M. Calder
Along with the Solon speech, Powell evidently sent to CR other
short notes on Herodotus: one on Hdt. 3.99, which was issued in
number 46 of the Classical Review (1932) as Herodotus III.99 – A
Modern Parallel37, and one on Hdt. 3.113.2, which was rejected: to
36 On Harrison, see the obituary by Prof. D.S. Robertson, Chairman of the
Classical Journals Board, on the front matter of «The Classical Review» 57, 1943.
37 The main argument expressed in J.E. POWELL, Herodotus III.99 – A Mod-
ern Parallel, «Classical Review» 46, 1932, pp. 11-12 is that Hdt. 3.99, dealing
with the Indian custom of killing and eating their parents, finds a textual parallel
in an eyewitness report from Australia published in J. DELMONT, Catching Wild
Beasts Alive, London, Hutchinson & co., 1931, pp. 255-256, implying that
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my knowledge, this paper is not preserved in Cambridge among
Powell’s classical papers and was not published elsewhere.
Calder kindly rejected Powell’s note on the Solon speech, sug-
gesting that he should send it for advice to some of the scholars in
Trinity, but without naming anyone in particular. Judging from Pow-
ell’s personal correspondence, it seems that he accepted Calder’s ad-
vice. In fact, among his classical papers in Cambridge, there are
three short letters from 1932 by Francis Henry Sandbach (1903-
1991), Research Fellow at Trinity and, like Powell, a former pupil of
King Edward VI School in Birmingham38. Sandbach, nine years
older than Powell, urged the undergraduate to stop working on triv-
ial notes and conjectures and instead concentrate on bigger issues
and wider projects. In fact, Powell’s paper on Solon’s speech is
straightforward and extremely concise: a few lines introducing the
topic, a series of textual examples that are supposed to speak for
themselves, and finally a very brief conclusion. This structure is in
line with that of his published shorter notes (as well as with other
unpublished papers from the same period preserved at the Churchill
Archives Centre in Cambridge). However, it seems that Powell ac-
cepted Sandbach’s advice when he embarked on the publication of
the Greek papyri of the Rendel Harris Collection in Birmingham
(eventually published in 1936). But it is also fair to recognize that as
soon as Powell arrived at Cambridge, he devoted his energies to-
wards a re-evaluation of the texts of Herodotus and Thucydides,
which is displayed by his publication record. Nonetheless, he en-
Herodotus did not make up the whole story. It is somewhat ironic that Powell
moved to Australia in 1938. The reference to Hdt. 5.4.2, which did not convince
Calder, is not to be found in the printed version.
38 On Sandbach: E.J. KENNEY et al., Francis Henry Sandbach, «Proceedings
of the British Academy» 84, 1994, pp. 485-503; E.J. KENNEY, Sandbach, Francis
Henry [Harry], «Oxford Dictionary of National Biography», online:
https://doi.org/10.1093/ref:odnb/49958, 2004; M. SCHOFIELD, Sandbach, Francis
Henry, in R.B. TODD (ed.), The Dictionary of British Classicists, cit., pp. 851-853.
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dured in attempting to publish shorter philological notes and coniec-
turae even when he obtained the Chair of Greek at the University of
Sydney. He evidently believed that philological emendations and
short notes on the texts of ancient Greek authors were worth pursu-
ing and publishing. Which brings us to some considerations on Pow-
ell’s place in the history of classical scholarship.
He had two role models in scholarship. The first was the classical
scholar and poet A. E. Housman, whom he met in Cambridge. He
attended some of his lectures with great profit and enjoyment39. The
second, and much broader, was German classical scholarship. His
admiration is evident both in his published and unpublished works.
In the preface to The History of Herodotus, he acknowledged his in-
tellectual debt to Eduard Schwartz, Friedrich Nietzsche, Adolf
Kirchhoff and Felix Jacoby (together with the Italian Gaetano De
Sanctis)40, whereas the only authorities he quoted in his work on
Solon are Diehl and Stein, while he ignored the commentaries on
Herodotus published in English in the late 19th and early 20th cen-
turies41. In conceiving and writing the book The History of Hero-
dotus, Powell felt especially indebted to Schwartz: «That in spite of
this restriction of my subject I have chosen to entitle this study “The
History of Herodotus”, arises from a wish to indicate that I am here
trying to do for Herodotus what Eduard Schwartz did for another
Greek historian in his brilliant Geschichtswerk des Thukydides»42. In
May 1939, Powell sent a copy of the book to Schwartz, whom he had
never met personally, in Munich: the enclosed letter, typewritten in
German, was published by Eckart Mensching, who also discussed
39 See HEFFER, Like the Roman, cit., pp. 17-34 and 42-53.
40 J.E. POWELL, The History of Herodotus, Cambridge, CUP, 1939, pp. vii-
viii.
41 A.H. SAYCE, The Ancient Empires of the East. Herodotos I-III, London,
Macmillan, 1883; W.W. HOW, J. WELLS, A Commentary on Herodotus, 2 vols,
Oxford, OUP, 1912. It ought to be noted that neither of these commentaries deal
extensively with the Solon-episode in Herodotus’ Book 1. 
42 J.E. POWELL, The History of Herodotus, cit., p. vii.
235SOLON IN CAMBRIDGE: AN UNPUBLISHED PAPER BY JOHN ENOCH POWELL
the political and academic context of the 1930s, as well as Powell’s
relationship with German scholarship43.
Ulrich von Wilamowitz-Moellendorff, the princeps philologorum,
died in 1931, the same year when Powell wrote his piece on Solon in
Herodotus. However, Powell managed to meet one of his most cele-
brated pupils, Paul Maas (1880-1964), at the International Congress
of Papyrology in Florence in May 1935. Powell later declared in an
unpublished letter to Eckart Mensching, the author of Maas’ biogra-
phy: «I was, I believe, […] his favourite pupil from the time when
we first met in Florence at the Congress of Papyrology in 1935 until
his death, and considered myself thereby the intellectual great-
grandchild of Theodor Mommsen, whose favourite pupil was Wil-
amowitz, whose favourite pupil in turn was Maas»44. This looks like
a bit of an overstatement, but it is still significant of Powell’s view of
the history of classical scholarship. Even more striking is Powell’s
Bericht published in Mensching’s book, where he describes his en-
counter with Paul Maas and their common interests in Wagner and
textual criticism: «On the latter subject I learnt, to my surprise, that
someone else had made discoveries and established principles of
which I had thought myself the exclusive owner»45. That Powell was
unaware in 1935 of the existence of Paul Maas’ Textkritik (first edi-
tion: 1927) seems hard to believe: it is surely an understatement
meant to exaggerate his own ‘discoveries’ and role in the history of
textual criticism. Be that as it may, John Enoch Powell and Paul
43 E. MENSCHING, …ein seltsames Gemisch von Liebe und Haas. E. Powells
Deutschland-Bild in einem Brief an Ed. Schwartz (1939), «Latein und Griechisch
in Berlin und Brandenburg» 43, 1999, pp. 74-82.
44 The letter is dated to 18 September 1984 and is preserved among Powell’s
papers at Churchill Archives Centre (POLL 1/1/36, part 1).
45 This Bericht was written on 10 October 1984 and published in E. MEN-
SCHING, Über einen verfolgten deutschen Altphilologen: Paul Maas (1880-1964),
Berlin, M. Diesterweg, 1987, pp. 121-122: a copy is preserved in Cambridge at
Churchill Archives (POLL 1/1/36, part 2).
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Maas, despite the age difference, continued their personal and pro-
fessional relationship until Maas’ death in 196446. 
Hugh Lloyd-Jones, who knew Paul Maas quite well, wrote: «As a
young man he excelled in mathematics, and his mind had a mathe-
matical clarity and acuteness; no classical scholar has expressed him-
self with more concision and exactitude»47. It is significant that Pow-
ell applied a similar approach to his meticulous analysis of the com-
position of Herodotus’ work in The History of Herodotus. He admit-
tedly followed Nietzsche’s exhortation: «Wir wollen die Feinheit und
Strengheit der Mathematik in alle Wissenschaften hineintreiben,
soweit dies nur irgend möglich ist»48. In the same preface, he also
candidly confessed: «Like Schwartz, I make myself no illusion about
the unpopularity to which a work of dissection is doomed – in Eng-
land especially»49. In fact, the work is an extraordinary, albeit not al-
46 For further details on Maas’ life in the UK, see E. MENSCHING, Über einen
verfolgten deutschen Altphilologen, cit., pp. 75-106 and K. BÄR, Maas, Paul, in
R.B. TODD, The Dictionary of British Classicists, cit., pp. 599-602. See also S.
HEFFER, Like the Roman, cit., pp. 24, 36, 47-8 (however, not very accurate in de-
picting the relationship between Powell and Maas). See also L. LEHNUS, Reperto-
rio di carte di Paul Maas e di documenti da lui provenienti o a lui indirizzati,
«Quaderni di Storia» 71, 2010, pp. 247-272 (reprinted in L. LEHNUS, Incontri
con la filologia del passato, Bari, Dedalo, 2012, pp. 763-792), a useful repertory of
Maas’ documents, letters and notes, which does not include the correspondence
preserved among Powell’s papers at Churchill Archives Centre, Cambridge: these
are letters and short notes which Maas sent to Powell mostly dating to the 1930s
and the late 1940s. This correspondence will hopefully be included in further
publications on Powell’s work on the text of Herodotus. 
47 H. LLOYD-JONES, Review: Maas, Kleine Schriften, «Classical Review» 25,
1975, pp. 138-140, esp. 139 (reprinted in H. LLOYD-JONES, Greek Comedy, Hel-
lenistic Literature, Greek Religion and Miscellanea: The Academic Papers, Oxford,
OUP, 1990, pp. 375-377). Cf. also Maas’ obituary in H. LLOYD-JONES, Paul
Maas, «Gnomon» 37, 1965, pp. 219-221 (reprinted in H. LLODY-JONES, Blood for
the Ghosts. Classical Influences in the Nineteenth and Twentieth Centuries, Lon-
don, Duckworth, 1982, pp. 215-218). 
48 J.E. POWELL, The History of Herodotus, cit., p. vii.
49 J.E. POWELL, The History of Herodotus, cit., p. viii.
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ways successful, attempt to identify the layers of composition of
Herodotus’ Histories and to assign to each section a precise date.
The reactions were perhaps much more positive than Powell ex-
pected: the vast majority of the reviewers accepted his general con-
clusions and were impressed by his thorough methodology, even
when they did not agree on single points of detail50.
John Enoch Powell’s unpublished paper The Solon Speech in
Herodotus represents, together with other published and unpub-
lished works, an initial attempt by Powell to grasp the stages of com-
position of Herodotus’ Histories and handling of sources, both writ-
ten and oral. The analysis of Solon’s poetry in relation to the
Herodotean Solon is a topic that has attracted the attention of an im-
pressive number of scholars since the 1930s: many of them focused
on parallels that were already noticed by Powell in 1931. Finally, The
Solon Speech in Herodotus displays Powell’s commitment to textual
criticism, which might prompt further work on the impact of Ger-
man scholarship on British classicists in the first half of the twentieth
century. 
Newcastle University IVAN MATIJAŠIC´
50 The only negative review that I am aware of came from Max Cary who
concluded: «His [Powell’s] work embodies much hard thinking and makes many
good points on various matters of detail, but its main thesis remains not proven»
(M. CARY, Review: Powell, The History of Herodotus, «JHS» 59, 1939, 173).
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